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in the Phsedon anticipates tlie answer by which, an
objector of the present day would meet this argument:
namely, that thought and consciousness, though
mentally distinguishable from the body, may not be a
substance separable from it, but a result of it, standing
in a relation to it (the illustration is Plato's) like that
of a tune to the musical instrument on which it is
played; and that the arguments used to prove that
the soul does not die with the body, would equally
prove that the tune does not die with the instrument,
but survives its destruction andcontinues to exist apart.
In fact, those moderns who dispute the evidences of
the immortality of the soul, do not/in general, believe
the soul to be a substance per se, but regard it as the
name of a bundle of attributes, the attributes of feel-
ing, thinking, reasoning, believing, willing, &c., and
these attributes they regard as a consequence of the
bodily organization, which therefore, they argue, it is
as unreasonable to suppose surviving when that
organization is dispersed, as to suppose the colour
or odour of a rose surviving when the rose itself has
perished. Those, therefore, who would deduce the
immortality of the soul from its own nature have first
to prove that the attributes in question are not attri-
butes of the body but of a separate substance. Now
what is the verdict of science on this point ? It is not
perfectly conclusive either way. In the first place, it
does not prove, experimentally, that any, mode of
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